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ANALYSES AND TESTS OF THE B-1 AIRCRAFT STRUCTURAL MODE CONTROL SYSTEM
John H. Wykes, Thomas R. Byar, Cary J. MacMiller,
and David C. Greek

Rockwell International,
North American Aircraft Division

SUMVARY
An 18-month program was conducted to compile and document for publication
information pertaining to analyses and flight tests of the B-1 Structural Mode
Control System (SMCS). This is the second phase of a continuing effort;
results from the first phase study are documented in reference 1. This report
covers the following topics:
(1) Flexible aircraft equations of motion

(2) Description of flexible aircraft analyses model

(3) Comparison of analyses and flight-test performance results of the
SMCS

(4) A summary of the study of the forward SMCS sensor package relocation
(5) Truncated analytical models used in simulation effort

(6) An analysis of the SMCS vane interference effects

(7) Impact of SMCS on selected loads

(8) Flight-test results of the SMCS vane effects on inlet/engine
characteristics

(9) Sumary of SMCS flight-test results

INTRODUCT ION

The B-1 aircraft is one of the first vehicles to include a control con-
figured vehicle (CCV) concept in the early design phases. The aircraft has a
requirement to provide a specified level of ride quality for the crew. This
requirement has been met on the B-1 through the use of an automatic control
system (SMCS) whose main external feature is a set of vanes (near the crew
station) which are canted down 30 degrees from the horizontal. (See figure 1.)



Structural mode
control vanes

. Figure 1. - B-1 aircraft with wings swept aft.



A substantial savings in weight was achieved with this approach as compared
to direct material stiffening. The details of systam requirements had to be
determined from a production (long-life) point of view, which has not been
done before for a system of this type. Extensive wind tunnel tests of the
vane characteristics were conducted. Analytical models of the flexible air-
craft and control systems were developed to analyze requirements and to
investigate stability and performance. Component parts were tested to the
requirements in the laboratory. Flight tests of the SMCS have been conducted,
and comparisons with analytical predictions have been made. Because of all of
this, it has been recognized that the B-1 offers an excellent opportunity for
much needed further evaluation of such a system as the SMCS to insure the
optimum use of these systems for future applications.

The overall objective of this research area is to compile and document
information about the conceptual design, development, and flight tests of the
B-1 SMCS and its impact on ride quality. Since the B-1 is the first aircraft
to have a system such as the SMCS designed for production and long-service use,
it is expected that the reports prepared will add to the technology base for
design of future large military or civil aircraft. The specific overall
objectives are to:

(1) Investigate the improvements in total dynamic response of a flexible
aircraft and the potential benefits to ride qualities, handling qualities,
crew efficiency, and reduced dynamic loads on the primary structures

(2) Evaluate the effectiveness and performance of the SMCS, which uses
small aerodynamic surfaces at the vehicle nose to provide damping to the
structural modes

The major effort of the phase 1 study (ref. 1) was to compile, edit, and
prepare for publication as a NASA contractor report the existing information
on the B-1 SMCS conceptual design and development. The major effort of the
present phase II study is to report on the analyses and flight tests of the
SMCS; existing information has been augmented by some additional limited
analyses and flight-test data reductions.

FLEXIBLE AIRCRAFT BQUATIONS OF MOTION

The equations of motion of the flexible B-1 form the foundation of much
that is to follow and so it is appropriate to discuss them first. The treat-
ment of these equations is such that they are not developed herein from first
principles. There are many textbooks that do this task; references 2 and 3
are typical of these. The equations, however, are presented in sufficient
detail to be readily related to the textbook treatments. The equations of



motion of this section of the report were developed to scrve the purposcs

of ride quality, terrain-following, and handling qualities evaluations; the
equations of motion related to the loads analyses are discussed in a subse-
quent section. An attempt was made to include the main aircraft charac-
teristics important to these several types of studies; however, as specific
studies were corducted, minor modifications were often made. It is not intended
to catalog all of these iterations; where important to the studies reported
herein, they will be discussed.

The discussions touch upon the key features of these equations along with
explanations of the form of the data where it is felt that this would be help-
ful. The authors have elected to stay away from matrix notation in these
initial discussions in order to show as much information about the dynamic
modeling as possible. The appendix contains a list of symbols used in defining
the equations of motion of this section.

The equations of the motion in tables I, II, and III are written in a
body axes system (figures 2 and 3) where the X-axis passes through the center
of gravity and is parallel to the vehicle fuselage reference axis (FRL). To
help those who are more familiar with stability axes notation, it should be
observed that all of the aerodynamic coefficients but two appear the same in
either the stability axes system or the body axes system. The two that are
different are the normal force coefficient, Cy (body axes), versus 1ift coef-
ficient, Cf, (stability axes), and the chord force coefficient, Cc (body axes),
and drag coefficient, Cp (stability axes). For small angles of attack, CN
nearly equals Cj, and Cc nearly equals Cp.

All accelerations and velocities are defined positive as indicated in
figure 2. One exception is noted relative to the definition of the vertical
load factor. As a concession to stability and control and flight test conven-
tion, a positive load factor, nz, is associated with a positive CN. In con-
trast, the definition of Z-axis acceleration (consistent with the positive
definitions of figure 2) is associated with a positive C7 in figure 3

(Cz = -CN)-

Ride quality analyses have been conducted on the simulator using time-
domain equations while frequency-domain analyses have been conducted using
digital computing equipment. The equations in the time domain are presented
in table I and the frequency domain in tables II and III.

The structural-flexibility of the air vehicle is defined in terms of
free vibration modes of the structure (often referred to as normal modes).
Figure 4 defines the sign conventions used in association with these normal



>TABLE I. - GENERAL FLEXIBLE VEHICLE EQUATIONS OF MOTION, TIME DOMAIN
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TABLE I. - Continued

STRUCTURAL MODE EQUATIONS

Symmetric modes, i = 1 ton
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TABLE I. - Continued

MOMENT PQUATIONS RIGID-BODY MODES .
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TABLE I. - Continued

LOAD- FACTOR EQUATIONS (ACCELEROMETER READINGS)
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TABLE I. - Concluded

EULER ANGLES
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TABLE II. - EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR LONGITUDINAL RIGID-BODY AND
SYMMETRIC STRUCTURAL MODES, FREQUENCY DOMAIN

[Total Vehicle, Body Axes, Units: f{t, 1lb, rad, sec]

NORMAL-FORCE EQUATION, RIGID-BODY MODE
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TABLE 1I. - Concluded

SYMMETRIC STRUCTURAL MODE EQUATION, i = 1 to n
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Note: The variables are complex in form but
have been written as «, q, Nis &> and w
as a space-saving notation,
+ 1 represents real and
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g

imaginary parts of unsteady aerodynamics
coefficient form.

These equations represent perturbations
from a 1 g trimmed flight condition.
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TABLE III. - EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR LATERAL-DIRECTIONAL, RIGID-BODY, AND
ANTISYMMETRIC STRUCTURAL MODES, FREQUENCY DOMAIN

[Total Vehicle, Body Axes, Units: ft, 1b, rad, sec]

. SIDE-FORCE EQUATION, RIGID-BODY MODE
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TABLE III. - Continued

ROLLING-MOMENT EQUATION, RIGID-BODY MODE
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TABLE III. - Concluded

LATERAL LOAD FACTOR
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Note: The variables are complex in form but
have been written as B, r, p, nj, 6k >
and Vg as a space-saving notation.

+1 represents real
() g * 3 0 o) rep

and imaginary parts of unsteady aero-
dynamics in coefficient form. These
equations represent perturbations from
1 g trimmed flight conditions.
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Figure 2. - Sign convention for rotational and linear rates and accelerations.
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Figure 3. - Sign convention for coefficients and control surface deflections.
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modes. There are a number of advantages to using the modal approach in
contrast to the direct-influence coefficient approach for such studies as
referred to herein.

(1) It can describe the static as well as dynamic characteristics of
the flexible vehicle in a consistent manner within the same format.

(2) Both inertia and aerodynamic loadings are accounted for in the
modal generalized force data for both the static and dynamic cases.

(3) The modal data are amenable to a number of simplification schemes.

(4) The approach integrates best with control system design requirements
in the handling and ride qualities design areas.

Consider first, the most extensively detailed equations of motion in the
time domain as described in table I. These equations need be used in this
detailed form shown only when large-scale maneuvering is studied as in the
terrain-following problem. More simplified equations will serve other analyses
purposes.

These equations were developed assuming that the angles of attack, «, and
sideslip angles, B, (figure 5), would be small (less than 10 degrees), but the
vehicle orientation in space as defined by the Euler angles ¥,8 , and & (fig-
ure 6) would be unrestricted (except for © = 90 degrees).

Aerodynamic data indicated are prelimimary estimates of those required.
These data are shown in derivative form except where it is anticipated non-
linear characteristics with a, B, or control deflection occur. As an example,
the normal force curve was expected to be nonlinear with a so the nomal "force
coefficient is expressed as Cy(a) instead of the more familiar linear form

CNa .

The control surfaces explicitly shown are those anticipated being required
by either the Stability and Control Augmentation System (SCAS) or SMCS. Other
control-surface inputs are shown in general form as functions of ék for the
kth surface.

Because of the requirement to control structural motion at the frequencies
of the lower free-vibration modes, it is necessary to consider unsteady aero-
dynamic effects of the control motion as well as the inertia reaction forces
of these surfaces. In the normal force-equation format of table I, the

unsteady aerodynamics are shown by the notion CN + Cyg 8, for the kth
ok T Ng Ok
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control surface. The control-surface inertia reaction force in this equation
has the form (mg 2)) 8y. Similar aerodynamic and inertia reaction-force
terms may be recognized in the moment and structural mode equations.

Terms in table I involving d, 8, T, and ﬁ are generally of small conse-
quence but have been included to be consistent with the frequency-domain
equations of tables II and III where unsteady aerodynamics must be considered.
The desirability of this consistency will become apparent as these equations
~ are discussed in subsequent paragraphs.

The B-1 engine gyroscopic moments, Ipwgr and Ipwpq, shown in the equations
have not proved to be significant in handling qualities or terrain-following
studies. It had been anticipated that they might have been significant in

large-scale manewering. They have, however, been left in the equations of
table T.

The equations of table I include the ability to change speed. It is
assumed that if significant changes in Mach numbers are to be realized, these
changes will be reflected in the appropriate use of Mach carpet data for the
aerodynamics required. Velocity changes will show up directly in Vy, while
combined altitude-velocity changes will appear indirectly in qq, (1/2 pvg).

The gust representation shown in table I is in the aerodynamic transfer-
function form. The gust excitation, wy, and Vg, would come from random signal
generation sources, shaped and scaled to reflect the desired gust power
spectral density and intensity.

The longitudinal and lateral-directional rigid-body motions are coupled
during large-scale maneuvers through the inertia terms and engine gyroscopic
effects. The symmetric and antisymmetric structural mode motions are coupled
by terms representing the dihedral effect due to symmetric wing bending. For
small motions about a trim condition, the rigid-body mode eguations can be
decoupled through elimination of the inertia and gyroscopic coupling. The
structural mode equations can be decoupled by using trimmed airplane static
symmetric structural response parameters at fixed values to detemmine the
effective dihedral due to symmetric wing bending.

The load factor and rotation rates of the large-scale maneuvering flexible
air vchicle (as read by accelerometers and gyros mounted on the fuselage '
structure) are presented in table I.

Euler angle equations and earth axis velocities are given in table I

and can be used in terrain-following studies to determine the vehicle attitude
and location with respect to the earth's surface.
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The frequency-domain equations of motion for the flexible airplane are
given in table II for the longitudinal-symmetric case and table III for the
lateral-directional -antisymmetric case. These equations are uncoupled and
represent motion perturbations from wing-level 1 g trimmed flight. Compari-
son of these frequency-domain equations with the uncoupled time-domain
equations will help in identifying equivalent terms.

As shown, the vehicle response aerodynamics (that is derivatives associated
with response parameters such as a, o, q, Q) are quasisteady while the control
surfaces and the gust are shown as functions of the forcing frequency in the
form [( )R + i ( )1}. This format has been convenient and sufficiently
accurate for preliminary ride qualities and structural-mode control analyses.
Digital programs are available at Rockwell; however, that will also accept
vehicle response aerodynamics from unsteady aerodynamic theories as a function
of frequency, permitting more refined ride quality and SMCS stability analyses.

The equation describing the normal load-factor response at any location
in the flexible aircraft is presented in table II. The similar equation for
the lateral load factor is given in table III. These responses are used in
ride quality analyses.

FLEXIBLE ATRCRAFT ANALYSES MODEL

This section describes how the data were obtained to implement the flexible
aircraft equations of motion used for ride quality analyses. It will not be
the purpose of this presentation to provide a complete set of data used in
all analyses discussed; but it will be the intent to provide understanding of
the data used. :

DYNAMIC ANALYSIS SYSTEM

As a basis of understanding the contents of this section better, as well
as topics of other sections, the chart of figure 7 is presented. Shown is
the complete dynamic analysis system supporting the development of flexible
vehicle dynamic analysis models for control system development and ride quality
analyses at Rockwell International's North American Aircraft Division,
El1 Segundo. The path through this system as employed in developing the SMCS is
as follows. (No supersonic analyses were conducted during SMCS development so
the Mach-box program capability was not used.)

Starting at the top of the chart, it is seen that the process begins

with a definition of the vehicle geometry, basic wind tumnel correlated
aerodynamics, structural stiffness, and mass characteristics being provided to
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the Dynamics Technology Group. As indicated, the stiffness can be used in
the EI-GJ format or in the form of structural influence coefficients (SIC).
The mass and stiffness data enter the STAR 6 program, and vibration analyses
of the whole vehicle are accomplished. The output of the program, then, is
whole vechicle vibration mode shapes and frequencies.

These mode-shape data are next manipulated to produce normalized modes.
For the B-1 ride quality analyses, both the symmetric and antisymmetric modes
were normalized to a point on the nose of the vehicle. Generalized mass data
consistent with the normalized modes are produced. Finally, modal deflection
data are developed through interpolation programs along selected streamwise
strips for input into the aerodynamic programs.

For the ride quality related studies reported herein, the Doublet Lattice
Program has been used to provide theoretical aerodynamic generalized forces
as required. These generalized aerodynamic forces are in dimensional form.
Programs have been developed which process the data from dimensional form to
the coefficient form required by the dynamic analyses programs. These dynamic
analyses programs cmploy the frequency-domain equations of motion discussed
earlier.

The I'H-251 program provides dynamic response results for the longitudinal-
symmetric case, while the FH-255 program provides dynamic response results for
~ the lateral-directional -antisymmetric case. Both of these programs can accept
either frequency-dependent or quasisteady data. Active controls can be
included. Frequency responses due to gust or control forces may be obtained.
When gust inputs are employed, ride quality parameters are output and control-
system deflections and rate responses are obtained in power spectral density
form. Stability analyses are performed using the characteristic determinant
frequency evaluation technique of reference 4.

FREE-FREE VIBRATION MODAL DATA

The flexible aspects of the aircraft have been treated in the modal
format as opposed to the direct-influence-coefficient approach. Ninety per-
cent of the ride quality analyses performed have been accompl ished using
free-free vibration modes which were obtained using an EI-GJ description of
the vehicle stiffness; more recent modal data have been obtained using
structural influence coefficients. The details of the EI-GJ approach are
discussed here.

Figure 8 shows the typical distribution of mass points on the elastic

axes assumed. This is an early model; figure 9 shows a refinement of the
fuselage elastic axis made at a later date. Each analysis included a flexible
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wing, fuselage, horizontal tail, and vertical tail. Also included were
flexibly mounted engines/nacelles. The resultant mode shapes consisted of
clastic axis deflections and rotations illustrated in figure 8.

Because the analyses were primarily oriented toward ride quality at the
Crew station, the free-free vibration modes were normalized at the most forward
mass point at the nose of the aircraft. While most modes show a high degree
of coupling among vehicle components, table IV identifies the main component
(where this is possible) and lists the associated frequencies. In the analyses
discussed herein, 10 symmetric modes and 12 antisymmetric modes were used.
Discussions to follow later in this section describe the rationale used in
selecting the modes shown.

When ground vibration test (GVT) data became available, they were used
to upgrade the modal data. Symmetric orthogonal modes were successfully ex-
tracted from such tests. First, the effects of the soft support system were
removed from the measured orthogonal set of modes. These data were next used,
with proper fuel weights included, to analytically obtained orthogonal free-
frec modes at the desired weight condition. Tt was not possible, however,
to directly extract an orthogonal set of antisymmetric modes from GVT data.
To obtain usable, consistent, antisymmetric modal data reflecting test results,
a technique was used of adjusting local stiffness data until a successful
approximation of the measured data were obtained analytically. Then, as in
the symmetric case, the effects of the soft suspension were deleted and the
desired fuel weights adeed analytically to obtain orthogonal antisymmetric
modes. The data of table IV are typical of those based on the GVT data ob-
tained as described. It is to be noted also that structura] damping was
extracted; these data were obtained using the oscillation decay method.
Figures 10 and 11 present typical symmetric and antisymmetric mode vector plots.

AERODYNAMIC DATA

The Doublet Lattice aerodynamic theory was used to obtain most of the
aerodynamics due to the flexible structure. In addition, extensive wind
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TABLE IV. - TYPICAL ANALYTICAL STRUCTURAL MODE DATA

Wt = 119,296.8 kg- (263 000 1b)

A = 659
Mode Mode Frequency Structgrala
no. description Hz damping
8s
Symmetric
1 Wing, first bending 2.22 0.062
2 Fuselage, first bending 2.84 .094
3 First nacclle 3.26 .024
4 llorizontal tail, first bending 4,19 .028
5 Wing, forc and aft bending 4.23 .052
6 Fuselage, second bending 6.28 .016
7 Wing, second bending 7.57 .022
8 llorizontal tail, forc and aft bending 8.31 .064
9 Fuselage, third bending 11.15 .055
10 llorizontal tail, [irst torsion 27.35 .042
Antisymmetric
1 First nacclle 1.73 .145
2 Wing, first bending 2.41 .054
3 Horiz tail, first bending 3.51 .043
4 llorizontal tail, first bending 3.96 .025
5 tlorizontal tail, fore and aft bending 4.14 .049
6 ‘Wing, fore and aft bending 4.20 .031
7 Fuselage, first bending 5.58 , .032
8 Wing, second bending 6.96 .031
9 Vertical tail, first bending 7.21 .019
10 Fuselage, second torsion 9.72 .078
11 Fuselage, second bending 10.30 .022
12 Vertical tail, first torsion | 35.34 .020

4netermined from ground vibration tests
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Figure 10. - Typical symmetric mode vector plot.
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Figure 11. - Typical antisymmetric mode vector plot.
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tunnel data were also generated to obtain static, rigid-body force and moment-
coefficient data along with bressure-distribution data. These two data sources
were correlated (to be described) and used as input to the flexible aircraft
analyses.

The panelling, box grid, and control-surfaces setup for the Doublet
Lattice Program are shown in figure 13. The wing and fuselage forebody had
five main panels with a total of 151 boxes. The horizontal tail had two
panels and a total of 64 boxes; the horizontal tail was but in, also, as an
all-movable control surface. The vertical tail had two panels and 73 boxes.
In addition, the vertical tail had an end plate at its base consisting of
one panel with 30 boxes. As shown in figure 13, the lower rudder control
surface was also modeled.

For longitudinal-symmetric data, including control effectiveness and gust
data, the wing/forebody and horizontal tail were run as shown in figure 13.
This same wing/forebody arrangement was used along with the full empennage
(horizontal tail, vertical tail, and end plate) to obtain lateral-directional-
antisymmetric, whole-vehicle data. Vertical tail gust data, lower rudder
control effectiveness, and differential horizontal tail effectiveness data
were obtained by running the empennage plus end plate as an entity. For
fuselage side gust and generalized aerodynamic forces, a modified slender
body theory was used which made use of wind tunnel developed side-force
distribution data.

It is to be noted that the SMCS vanes were not modeled for the Doublet
Lattice Program. The aerodynamics for the vane were obtained from wind tunnel
tests as described in reference 1. None of the vane-related aerodynamics were
frequency dependent. The reduced frequency (k) determined on the basis of an
assumed frequency of 10 Hz (62.8 rad/sec), the highest frequency range that
vane is expected to be effective at M = 0.85, is

_ wT _ (62.8)(2.46)
~ X (2(95D)

= 0.0812
Compared to k for the wing under the same circumstances

_ (62.8)(15.23)
(2) (951)

et
[

= (0.503

This is a relatively low reduced frequency, and the aerodynamic unsteadiness
effects are judged to be acceptably small. In retrospect, this appears to
have been a valid judgement. 1In generating the structural-mode generalized
force coefficients, the vane force was assumed to act at a point; i.e.,
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FS 581.66 (229). Thus, Cy
example.

In developing the Doublet Lattice paneling and box patterns, lifting-
surface spanload distributions were compared to the wind tunnel -related data.
The gap between the vehicle centerline and the first row of chordwise boxes
of the horizontal tail is one of the devices used to obtain matched data sets
for the horizontal tail. It was reasoned that with good matches of the
1ifting-surface spanloadings, the computer model developed would give valid
answers for both rigid body and structural modes. '

= .FS 581-66 3 3
i5cy CNch 93 for symmetric modes 1s an

The point of view was adopted that the wind tunnel-related airload dis-
tribution for the rigid vehicle were the most. accurate data available. Thus,
the rigid vehicle aerodynamics couplings into the structural modes (Cni and |

a
C”ig data are examples) were computed using these distributions rather than
Doublet Lattice theory, for the zero-frequency case. These data, in turn,
were used to scale the frequency-dependent data produced by the Doublet
lattice Program. The C“in and C“i‘ data were used directly as generated by
- n.
J
the program without scaling for both the symmetric and ant isymmetric modes.

As an example of how the wind tunnel data and the Doublet Lattice frequency-
dependent gust aerodynamic data were brought into agreement, consider the
typical example of figure 14. Shown is the pitching-moment coefficient data
due to a unit vertical gust velocity. The magnitude trends versus the reduced
frequency, k, were assumed basically correct and all adjustments to match wind
tunnel based data were made at low frequencies as illustrated. The data magni-
tude of the real component at zero frequency was adjusted to match the wind
tunnel based data and then faired into the basic real curve at low reduced
frequencies. For the case illustrated, the gust coefficient at zero frequency
was determined from angle-of-attack data, meg = (Cma)/Vo~ This matching of

the angle-of-attack and gust velocity data is essential to obtaining valid
power spectral density responses due to gust data at low frequencies; a mis-
match will produce a load factor response at zero frequency which is not there
in the real world. In the real world, a stable aircraft will weathervane into
the resultant velocity due to the combined motion and gust velocity and have '
no load factor at zero frequency.

As mentioned while discussing the analyses flow, the data produced by
the Doublet lattice Program must be reduced to the coefficient form of the
equations of motion discussed in the previous section. In order to do this,
the data are processed in the following manner.

34



0.004

0.002

Cmy

1
ft/sec

-0.002

-0.004

S¢

O Real Symbols denote
O Image calculated data point

()’(yji\\\\\\\\Low-frequency adjustment to

fit wind-tunnel-test based data

Gust reference point is FS 2649 (1043)

Figure 14. - Typical low-frequency adjustment made to analytical
frequency-dependent aerodynamic data.



The program outputs data normalized to air density (2p) and to frequency
") as illustrated here using the dimensional 1ift force due to plunging
(for the whole vehicle), [Lh/Zpa?]. The division by two is because the data
generated in the program are for half of a vehicle. p is assumed to be unity
by the program. Velocity is determined by the data of Mach number and velocity
of sound at the altitude selected. Frequency, w, is input at a number of
selected values. '

Having this information, table V illustrates how the frequency-dependent
coefficient data are developed as a function of frequency (or reduced frequency,
k). Longitudinal-symmetrical coefficients are obtained using the information
of table V; lateral-directional-antisymmetric coefficient data are obtained in
a similar manner.

Reflected in table V is the sign convention built into the Doublet Lattice
Program at Rockwell and the sign convention assumed for the equations of
motion of tables I, II, and III. The orly difference of importance to the
understanding of the derivations of table V is the fact that 1ift force, L,
of the Doublet Lattice Program is of opposite sense to the equation of motion
normal force, N, and its associated coefficient, CN. Otherwise, the pitching
moment, M, and structural mode generalized forces, Q;, are identical in
definition.

As an aid in understanding how table V was assembled, the following
example is given for the derivation of CNa’

For no pitching (0 =9= 0)

o =L - eh
Vo Vo
therefore: .
Qo Sy Cy_ @ = - | Ly h force units
84
© IMAG
F ] V,
P2 o= A | pECIN
7\/0 SWCNaa_ - _Lh- (u) )(‘VO/)/}(
IMAG
Sw Lp ]
Vot 7-Cy = - o | —5
o Zpw |
IMAG
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TABLE V.

- LONGITUDINAL-SYMMETRIC AERO COEFFICIENTS FROM

DOUBLET LATTICE PROGRAM

1

Cw «= " (g)(%«) [G%T’]xme.

CNﬁi == @V)(i)[ﬁél IMAG,

o(

G .

ﬁ;= (\/) CWSJ:G‘E :IIHAG

8

E,,, S..‘)[ZJQZ_(’] REAL

J.r

Cﬂm_ = (%;) (_‘é_,) [cTénPEl REAL

Cm& = - (%) [amrfp] ReAL

C\7'-71 = &) (‘%)[«*'Q—zrrz"] IMAG,

CN + Cu&'-’ _(%X%L%’L

C‘?z-, = (.@_)(—‘5:)[(%1;,] MAG.

+Cn —(w)( RIZF@]

Ch =" (—5 “F,)[ 2P| reaL -

C”& = (s Ekeze]m_ g+ = (R 329} 166,
- -] G

Cng = — (‘6{7)) (’SG)L»—Z“EP]%%_ C"‘a B )l(i)[w‘ze] Rea

s = el <‘~~a=-<-%—z><s~« Ll

o =~ ] &) c,,s)[mp]m

C72.w = (““ (4)[&12f3]REAL

IAG,
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The bracketed quantity [ ] here and in table V comes directly from the Doublet
Lattice Program as a function of frequency.

One of the questions to be resolved in using a modal approach to aircraft
flexibility modeling is the one of how many modes to use. The technique used
to help make this decision for the described analyses is discussed here.

First, the following criteria were developed as guides in the decision process.
The modes contributing to main aeroelastic impacts on all short-period and
Dutch-roll characteristics were to be included. The modes contributing to
main aeroelastic impacts on control effectiveness were to be included. The
modes contributing most to flexible fuselage motion at the pilot station and
active control sensors were to be included.

Figure 15 is typical of the data generated to assist this mode selection .
process. For the longitudinal-symmetric case used as an illustration, some
25 whole-aircraft normalized modes were input to the Doublet Lattice Program
and run at a frequency of n/2 (a frequency judged to be in the region of short
period and Dutch roll frequency). These data then were reduced to aerodynamic
coefficient form and entered into a program which calculates quasisteady
flexible-to-rigid (F/R) ratios (refer to 'Truncated Analytical Models') for
all of the key aerodynamic derivatives (CN,and are used as illustrations
here). These F/R ratios are calculated as one mode after the other is elimi-
nated. As a result, it is possible to identify the individual modes contribut-
ing most to a given derivative's aeroelastic impact.

After the preceding procedure is accomplished for all important deriva-
tives, plots similar to figure 15 are assembled and inspected as a whole. Thus,
those modes making important contributions to all derivatives are selected for
retention. ‘

As far as fuselage motion was concerned, as many modes as possible, having
fuselage motion as a main component, were selected. Usually modes reflecting
up to the third fuselage-bending and the second fuselage-torsion mode could
be selected.

CONTROL -SURFACES INERTIA REACTION FORCES

The inertia reaction forces of the control surfaces are important inputs
to the stability analyses of active control systems. The detailed fimal form
of these inputs for the B-1 control surfaces are indicated in the equations of
motion of the first part of this report. The basic approach that was used in
developing these expressions will be discussed here, but each control-surface
input will not be developed in detail.
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Figure 16a shows that when a typical control surface is accelerated in
the positive sense of the deflection, a mass reaction force and moment are
developed at the center of the mass of the control surface. This force and
moment are reacted into the basic aircraft structure at the control surface
hingeline as a force and moment as shown. The force acting on the aircraft is
the force shown,and the moment acting about the aircraft center of gravity
is (Ehi + Ij)g where 2 is the distance between the control-surface hingeline
and the airctraft center of gravity,

The generalized force acting on a typical structural mode due to control *
surface acceleration is illustrated in figure 16b where the specific example
of a symmetric mode is used. Before getting into the specific example, con-
sider the concept of a generalized force. A generalized force has units of
work, that is m - N (foot-pounds). 1In this case, it is either force multiplied
by mode deflection at the force application point, moment multiplied by mode
slope at the moment application point, or both. A positive generalized force
would act to increase the deflection (or virtual work) of the structural mode.
Looking at the example in the figure, it can be seen, for the example shown,
that the reaction force causes a generalized mode force increment of - ¢;Hmes
and the reaction moment a generalized mode force increment of +¢iILIH,5'

The preceding development has proved an adequate representation for small
control surfaces such as the B-1 SMCS control vane and lower rudder control
surface. It is not accurate enough, however, for large control surfaces such
as the all-movable horizontal tail. In this latter case, it was necessary to
break up the mass characteristics of the surface onto a distributed grid system.
Using the distributed mass data and the previously developed logic, generalized
forces were developed for rigid body and structural modes. These data, devel -
oped using distributed masses, were input to the digital program which imple-
ments the equations of motion of table II using an equivalent point mass
representation of the data.

During the B-1 development, checks of the pitch SCAS, with the aircraft
on the ground resting on its landing gear, revealed a structural mode-coupling
instability when excited with sharp horizontal tail control inputs. This
Instability could be analytically duplicated by using generalized control-
surface inertia reaction forces developed employing the distributed mass
approach but could not be duplicated using the single-point mass representation.

The inertia reaction forces are particularly important to the stability
of SMCS with the aircraft on the ground. The inertia reaction forces have an
opposite sense to the aerodynamic forces of the SMCS vanes. The stability of
the system is established by these aerodynamic forces. Thus, if the aerodynamic
forces disappear, the feedback sense is effectively reversed, producing an
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instability. On the B-1, a switch on the landing gear prevents operating the
SMCS while on the ground, precluding any inadvertant damage due to this
potential instability.

ACTIVE CONTROL SYSTRMS

Two types of active control systems were included in the analyses per-
taining to this study. One type, SCAS, is associated with control of whole-
vehicle (short period and Dutch roll) modes of motion. The second type,
SMCS, has the function to control fuselage structural motion to improve ride
quality.

The block diagrams and analytical modeling of the SCAS are given in
figures 17 through 19 and SMCS in figures 20 and 21. Flight condition-dependent
gains are shown for M = 0.85 at SL. These figures indicate the type of
sensors, compensations, gains, and actuator modeling assumed for each of the
indicated systems. The control-surface deflection equations are cast in a
form directly usable by the Rockwell response analyses programs. That is to
say, the overall gain is indicated, system dynamics are represented by numerator
and denominator roots of polynomials, and vehicle motions are defined as
measured by the appropriate sensors.

COMPARISONS OF ANALYSES AND FLIGHT-TEST RESULTS

The ride quality indices, Ez andlﬁy (refer to reference 5 for detail
definitions), for the vertical and lateral axes, respectively, cannot be
measured directly in flight. One difficulty is the fact that the parameters
are obtained from weighted power spectral density curves of crew-station
accelerations, and the weighting can presently only be done as a postflight
operation. Secondly, it is very difficult to precisely fly a specification
vehicle weight at the specification Mach number and altitude. For the B-1,
the approach has been to demonstrate that the analytical model can duplicate
flight-test results and then proceed to use the verified model in the required
ride quality analyses. It is the intent of this task to present the data
matches which provided the verification and give an evaluation of the factors
affecting the matches.

The flight-test data obtained for matching purposes were frequency
responses of load factors at FS 571.5(225) due to SMCS vane inputs. Both
vertical and lateral load-factor data were obtained. The flight condition
flown was M = 0.85 at 762 meters (2500 feet). The vehicle weight was approxi-
mately 119 296 kilograms (263 000 pounds). Wing sweep was 65 degrees. Data
were taken with all control systems inoperative; then, with only the SCAS
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operating; and finally, with both SCAS and SMCS (cockpit gains 1.5) operating.
The forcing amplitude and frequency settings were set manually in the cockpit.
The measured data were processed to obtain both magnitude and phase charac-
teristics.

The analytical structural-mode characteristics for the data-match
analyses were obtained from test and analysis sources. The symmetric structural
modes were obtained directly from GVT. It was not possible to obtain a set of
orthogonal modes for the antisymmetric case directly from the GVT. Instead,
the analytical structural model was adjusted in stiffness until the frequency
and mode-shape characteristics were as close to the observed characteristics as
possible. In support of these tests, the basic vehicle weight characteristics
(no fuel) were identified. For the specific data-matching analyses, fuel
loadings were determined from measurements made during the flight-test period .
when the frequency responses were being executed.

The pitch SCAS characteristics used in the analyses were as described in
figure 17; the yaw and roll SCAS were as described in figures 18 and 19,
respectively. The vertical SMCS description is given in figure 20; and the
lateral SMCS description is shown in figure 21.

Comparison of the analytical and flight-test results of the normal load
factor of FS 571.5 (225) frequency response due to symmetric SMCS vane deflec-
tions (SMCS used as an excitation system) for the condition of no active con-
trols (basic aircraft) are shown in figure 22. The three response peaks are
(starting with the lowest frequency) first fuselage bending, second fuselage
bending, and third fuselage bending, respectively; there is some influence on
the second peak from the wing second bending. The quality of the match is
considered excellent. To obtain this match, however, three adjustments were
made to the original modal characteristics: (1) the wing first bending-mode
frequency was reduced from 7.57 to 7.00 Hz, (2) the fuselage third-bending
frequency was reduced from 11.15 Hz to 8.60 Hz (this latter change is substan-
tial, and no reason has been found to explain why the original mode was off),
and (3) the structural damping (gg) for the fuselage third bending was changed
from 0.055 to 0.025. Having made these adjustments for the basic aircraft
responses, no additional adjustments were made to the analyses with control
systems operating.

Figure 23 displays the data matches for the frequency response with the
SCAS operating. Comparing the first peak-response magnitude of this figure
with the previous figure, it can be seen that the SCAS excites this peak some.
Again, the analytical-to-test data match is excellent.

Figure 24 shows the data matches for the frequency response with both
the SCAS and SMCS operating. The effectiveness of the SMCS in damping the
first fuselage-bending mode is demonstrated by these data. The data match is
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Note: &8¢, is control surface deflection. The flight-test data measurements
of the forcing command were analytically processed to remove effects
of actuator dynamics,which were measured,in order to permit com-
parisons with analytical results on this and similar subsequent

figures.
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Wt = 119 296 kg (263 000 1b), A= 65°

Figure 22, - Comparison of flight test and analytical data, frequency
response of normal load factor at FS 571.5 (225) due
to MCS vane deflection, SCAS off, SMCS off.
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Figure 23. - Comparison of flight test and analytical data, frequency
response of normal load factor at FS 571.5 (225) due
to SMCS vane deflection, SCAS on, SMCS off.
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Figure 24. - Comparison of flight test and analytical data, frequency
response of normal load factor at FS 571.5 (225) due
to SMCS vane deflection, SCAS on, SMCS on.
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excellent for the first two response peaks and fair for the third peak. The
lack of better fit for this third peak was initially attributed to SMCS act-
uator modeling in this higher frequency range; however, using the flight-test-
derived actuator model of figure 25 did not substantially improve the match

to the flight-test data in the 8 to 10 Hz frequency range as shown in figure 26.

The comparison of the frequency response lateral load factor at FS 571.5
(225) due to differential SMCS vane deflections for the basic vehicle is shown
in figure 27. The comparison is fair; the frequencies of the three peak
responses are duplicated by the analyses, but the amplitude of the low-frequency
peak is off by a considerable amount. The phase angle is matched reasonably
well in the midfrequency range only; specific reasons for why the data do not
match better are not known. The peaks are identified (starting with the low-
frequency peak) as the wing fore and aft mode with a large fuselage side-bending
component, fuselage first side bending, and second fuselage torsion. This last
peak in the analysis was obtained by dropping the frequency for this mode
from 9.72 to 7 Hz; although this mode was the only logical one to adjust,
there is no reason known for the noted discrepancy. Having made this logical
adjustment for the basic vehicle description, no other adjustments were made
when the control systems were operated.

The data comparison of figure 28 are for the case of SCAS operating.
The data are similar to the basic aircraft response of figure 27. Again,
the agreement of analysis to test data is only fair.

In figure 29, the frequency response comparisons are made for the case
of SCAS and SMCS operating. The trend of the analyses and the flight-test
data are similar; i.e., the first and second peaks are attenuated but. the
peak around 7 Hz is increased by the SMCS operation.

The implications of these analytical/flight-test data comparisons are
important to the B-1 ride quality verification. The data imply that the
vehicle analytical stiffness and mass characteristics, whole-vehicle control-
surface aerodynamics, SMCS vane aerodynamics and inertia reaction forces, and
SCAS and SMCS modeling are fairly accurate. Thus, the ride quality charac-
teristics can be calculated with considerable accuracy at specification or
any other set of flight conditions. The longitudinal-symmetric aircraft
characteristics have been more accurately described then the lateral-directional-
antisymmetric set.

The aircraft ride quality characteristics have been calculated using the
described data set and have been presented in reference 1, pages 56 and 57.
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deflection, SCAS on, SMCS off.
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FORWARD SMCS SENSOR PACKAGE RELOCATION

On the whole, the SMCS has worked well in improving the ride quality of
the low-altitude, high-speed flight regime operating at cockpit setting gains
of 1.5 in the vertical and 1.5 in the lateral. The lateral axis performance,
however, has been below that of the vertical.

As part of the ongoing investigation to determine how to improve the
lateral SMCS performance, the data shown in figure 30 were obtained. The
data shown are power spectral density (PSD) plots of the pilot station lateral
acceleration response due to turbulence measured during flight 1-20 while
flying at M = 0.80 at about 305 meters (1000 feet) altitude. The data show
that the SMCS, with the lateral gains set at 1.5, significantly reduces the
key peak response at 4.5 Hz, slightly modifies a second peak at 6 Hz, and
increases the response significantly at 7 Hz. The net effect is an improvement
in ride quality but not a large one. When the pilot increased the lateral gain
to 2.2, there was a dramatic increase of the approximately 7 Hz response to
a level which was felt by the crew to be mot acceptable even though the 4.5
and 6 Hz responses were further reduced.

The comparison of the flight-test and analytical lateral acceleration
frequency responses due to vane excitation shown in figure 29 demonstrated
that the analytical model could reproduce the essence of 7 Hz increased response.
A study of the analysis results indicated that the two peak responses at 4.5
and 6 Hz are due to fuselage side bending components in these modes while the
response at 7 Hz is the fuselage second torsional mode. Figure 31 will assist
in showing how the response phenomenon observed occurs. Key in the analysis
is the location of the SMCS sensor package at fuselage station FS 571.5 (225),
WL 142.24 (56) and BP 60.96 (24). Both the vertical and lateral accelerometers
are located in this package. As the vanes are differentially deflected, a side
force and a torque are created. The lateral accelerometer sees lateral
acceleration due to both the side force and torque. When the lateral accelera-
tion signals are sent through the SMCS, the side bending-induced signals are
properly phased but the torsion-induced signals are adversely phased, resulting
in a reduced gain margin of the 7 Hz mode. It is also important to note that
the vertical accelerometer also sees the torque-induced motion, and undesirable
SMCS symmetrical vane motions are caused by lateral SMCS operation. Data,
however, have shown this not to be a large influence.

Analyses shown in figure 32 indicate that observed adverse torsion
coupling, as well as the coupling into the vertical axis, could be el iminated
or attenuated by relocating the SMCS sensor package close to the fuselage
centerline and near the elastic axis. Since there would be no lateral moment
arm, the coupling to the vertical axis would actually result in the torsional
signal phasing being favorable. '
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The advantages of moving the SMCS package may be summarized as follows:
(1) Higher lateral gains could be used to improve lateral ride quality.

(2) Higher effective vertical gains (due to a farther forward sensor
location) would improve vertical ride quality.

(3) The coupling of lateral vane inputs to the vertical axis would be
climinated.

As substantiated by both pilot comment and flight-test data, the original
SMCS considerably improved the ride quality. However, the gains in the system
were limited to values below those originally intended by the coupling described
herein and not by system maximum capability. Based on the described advances,
action was taken to move the forward SMCS sensor package to the new location
at FS 515.6 (203), WL 19.36 (7.62) and BP 16.05 (6.32). This relocation was
first accomplished on A/C-1 and then on A/C-2; this modification was never
accomplished on A/C-3. A/C-4 has the sensor package at the new location.

SMCS stability tests were initially performed at high altitude to evaluate
the forward SMCS sensor package relocation effects. The flight condition/
configuration was M = 0.85, altitude 6096 meters (20 000 feet) and weight
119 297 kilograms (263 000 pounds).

The first fuselage vertical bending-mode damping obtained from the pitch-
pulsc transicnt data is shown in figure 33 and is seen to be a linear function
" of the SMCS gain. All other modes were stable at the indicated gain conditions.
The first fuselage bending-mode damping with the SMCS forward accelerometer
rclocated (flight 1-41) is compared with the results with the accelerometer
in its previous location (flight 1-7). The mode damping appears to be signifi-
cantly larger at the higher gains with the new sensor location.

The lateral bending modes were not stimulated significantly by the rudder
pulses, so that similar damping characteristics could not be obtained. However,
the lateral SMCS was stable for all values of gain tested (maximum cockpit
knob setting of 6). Results obtained with the previous sensor location
(flight 1-7) showed the SMCS to be unstable at a setting of 6.

Following the high-altitude test, stability tests were conducted at low
altitude. The initial flight condition/configuration was M = 0.85, altitude
914.4 meters (3,000 feet), A = 65 degrees, and weight 119 297 kilograms
(263 000 pounds). The excitations were horizontal tail and rudder pulses.
First, each axis was tested to a maximum gain for that axis (V-gain = 3.0 and
L-gain = 3.0, respectively). Following this, tests were conducted with the
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SMCS operating in each axis simultaneously. The maximun combined setting

was V-gain and L-gain = 3.0. The quality of the response data was such that
the damping factor could not be numerically determined; however, these qualita-
tive data indicated that the SMCS was stable.

'ollowing the horizontal tail and rudder pulse-stability checks, SMCS
response to SMCS vane excitation evaluations were made. Figure 34 contains
the vertical-axis-response data. Shown are-the normal load factor at
FS 515.6 (203) (sensor location) frequency response due to SMCS symmetric
vane deflections for SMCS off and SMCS on at vertical gains of 1.5 and 1.8.
These data show good performance for the vertical SMCS and are not signifi-
cantly different from the similar data of figure 24 for the SMCS forward
sensor package at the original location.

Figure 35 shows the lateral load factor at FS 515.6 (203) (sensor location)
frequency responses due to differential SMCS vane deflections for SMCS off and
on at lateral gains of 1.5 and 2.2. As shown, the large 5 Hz -(approximate)
first fuselage lateral bending mode was significantly attenuated at the higher
gain without the previously noted large adverse torsional coupling response
at approximately 7 Hz.

Figure 36 shows the lateral load factor at FS 746.8 (294) (pilot station)
frequency responses due to differential SMCS vane deflections for the SMCS
off and on at lateral gains of 1.5 and 2.2. As on the previous plot, the
large 5 Hz first fuselage lateral bending mode was significantly attenuated
at higher gains. The 7 Hz response, however, shows a slight increase in
magnitude over the zero gain response.

Additional data similar to that just described, but at a higher weight
condition, are shown in figures 37 and 38. These data indicate less attenua-
tion of the 5 Hz mode and more excitation of the next higher frequency mode
peak.

Remembering that the lateral nominal gain setting is 1.5, all of these
data indicated a substantial net improvement in lateral load-factor response
due to the SMCS.

To further check out the relocated forward sensor package, tests were
conducted at the off-design condition at M = 0.55, altitude 762 meters
(2500 feet), A = 55 degrees. Figure 39 presents the normal load factor at
FS 515.6 (203) frequency response due to symmetric SMCS vane deflection for
SMCS off and on at vertical gains 2.5 and 3.0. These data show good perform-
ance for the vertical SMCS at this off-design condition.
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Figure 40 shows the lateral load factor at FS 515.6 (203) frequency
response due to differential deflection of the SMCS vanes for the SMCS off
and on at lateral gains of 2.5 and 3.7. As shown, the large 5 Hz first
lateral side-bending mode was significantly attenuated at the higher gains
without the previously noted adverse torsional response at approximately 7 Hz.

In addition to the preceding frequency response data, SMCS performance
data in turbulence were obtained to evaluate the relocated forward SMCS
sensor package. Figure 41 is a power spectral density plot of the pilot station
(FS 746.8 (294)) vertical load-factor response due to turbulence with the SMCS
off and on at vertical gains of 1.5 and 1.9. As shown, the SMCS was very
effective in attenuating the first fuselage vertical bending response.

The power spectral density of the load-factor response was normalized
to unit root mean square (RMS) gust intensity (owg) as derived from the angle
of attack (a vane) data. This is not an accurate technique but is the best
available in absence of gust boom data. A similar normalization (ovg) has been
attempted for the lateral axis data using sideslip (B vane) data.

Figure 42 shows the lateral load-factor response at the pilot station
with the lateral SMCS gain zero but the vertical gains at 0, 1.5, and 1.9.
Since there is no mechanism for the vertical axis SMCS motion to couple into
the lateral axis, these data indicate the level of repeatability of the
lateral data.

Figure 43 contains vertical load-factor response data at the pilot station
with the SMCS off and on at vertical gains of 1.5 and 1.9, together with
lateral gains of 1.5 and 2.2, respectively. Comparisons of these data with
the data of figure 41 show that little or no coupling of the lateral axis
activity is evident in the vertical axis response.

Figure 44 shows the SMCS performance in the lateral axis at FS 515.6
(203) with the SMCS off and lateral gains of 1.5 and 2.2. These data show
that the 5 Hz (approximately 30 radians per second) first fuselage lateral
bending mode is significantly attenuated at both gain settings. However, at
gain setting 1.5, the second fuselage lateral bending-mode peak response near
6 Hz remains about the same in magnitude but shifts slightly upward in fre-
quency. At lateral gain of 2.2, a significant increase in magnitude develops
with this frequency shift.

Similar data to figure 44 for the pilot station are shown in figure 45.
These data show the 5 Hz mode reduction but indicate an increased coupling
with gain increase of the higher modes.

Attention is directed to the power spectral density scales for figures .44
and 45. The data of figure 45 are a factor of 100 smaller than figure 44.
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Figure 44. - SMCS performance with relocated sensor, PSD of lateral
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This large response difference between two fuselage stations which are
relatively close is not reasonable. Figure 45 data are believed to be the
data in error. Subsequent to flight 1-56, the accelerometer at the pilot
station was found to be unable to hold a calibration and was replaced.
Because the pilot station response is of prime importance in ride quality
evaluations, it was requested that the data of flight 1-55 be rerun. This
could not be accomplished in the schedule; however, the data of this flight
do have limited value and are presented here for completeness.

Figures 46 and 47 are similar to the data of figures 44 and 45, respec-
tively, but with the vertical SMCS on together with the lateral SMCS.

A1l of the data in figures 41 through 47 were obtained at an aircraft
weight of approximately 128 369 kilograms (283 000 pounds). Data similar to
figures 44 and 45 are shown in figures 48 and 49, respeetively, for a weight
of approximately 120 204 kilograms (265 000 pounds). Comparisons of these
data indicate more adverse high-frequency mode coupling with increasing
lateral gains for the lighter weight configuration.

It is concluded that the frequency response data show a significant
improvement in pilot-station response due to relocation of the lateral
accelerometer. The PSD data of the lateral response at the pilot station,
however, still show considerable high-frequency mode excitation. Taking all
evidence into account, the lateral SMCS still appears to provide a net
lateral response improvement for the nominal lateral gain of 1.5.

TRUNCATED ANALYTICAL MODELS

As previously mentioned, the flexible analytical model of the B-1 used
in SMCS design analyses has been described using normalized vibration modes
of the structure. The model used 10 symmetric and 12 12 antisymmetric modes in
most analyses. In developlng analytical models to support moving base simulator
studies, however, it was found that this mumber of modes caused Computer
equipment requirements to become excessive. The challenge was to retain the
accurate aeroelastic impact on short-period and Dutch-roll characteristics
and the main essence of the structural dynamic motlon as seen at the pilot
station and SCAS and SMCS sensors.
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Dynamic analyses were conducted to identify the key modes contributing
to dynamic motion at the pilot station (the SMCS sensor was nearby) and
SCAS sensors located at the nominal center-of-gravity (CG) location. The
technique will be illustrated using the longitudinal-symmetric case. In
this instance, the normal acceleration frequency responses at the pilat
station and SCAS sensors, due to excitation by the horizontal tail, were
employed as criteria to judge the degree of accuracy achieved with truncated
models.

Thus, given a flexible aircraft described by rigid-body modes plus a
number of structural dynamic modes, the structural dynamic mode set is
truncated while none of the quasistatic aeroelastic effects of the eliminated
modes are lost.

The data used to madify the aerodynamic derivatives are generated by the
method described herein and are identified as F/R ratios, or [ 1/1 g
The approach to generating the F/R ratios is as follows:

(1) Select sufficient modes to represent accurately the dynamic
characteristics of the real system.

(2) Assume those modes not selected fbr the dynamic simulation to be
qua51stat1c '

(3) Excite the quasistatic modes with the aerodynamic loadings associated
with the dynamic mode? control-surface displacements, and rigid-body displace-
" ments. The loads picked up in each mode are’ determined by solving the
simultaneous modal equations.

(4) The solutions to the preceding equations provide the information
necessary to calculate the F/R ratios used to correct the aerodynamic deriva-
tives of the rigid-body and structural dynamic modes selected for the
simulation.

The equations to be used in the example are as follows:

Rigid-Body Plunge and Pitch Modes

'
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Symmetric Structural Modes, i =1 to n
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COUPLING AGRM CORFFICIENTS

Before approaching the details of defining the specifics of the truncated
simulation, a brief description.of the basic F/R technique is discussed. If
all of the n structural equations were eliminated but the aeroelastic impact on
the short period retained, the equations would appear as follows:

Rigid-Body Plunge and Pitch Modes

=+g+ (?)cosocos§> @—)({%c:ﬁ: Cyy, 0% +%:CN*% =3
" el T e

g, =+ (&ch"){[ t}r Crm, + E'_:Sl (CW) [C FC'“K@—(Z)% '“8] “},5.3
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The 1)//R ratios shown, where all 10 structure modes are involved, arc
ohtained as follows. The set of structural mode equations are set up as
shown below and 7] through n1g are solved for each of the indicated unit

loadings of a, (GW/ZVO) a, (‘CW/ZVO) q, and 6, respectively.

: Mo FenalFon adban Eall
[Ch,n‘-(‘-_}:sﬂ:.)] C”nm -—=%n, 77] 'C”.J‘.] c”u‘%.q '8(%4) d|-m, 5‘;1
2 - .
! [C"zrz; (%?:‘)]"— - clzmm 7:1 - ..Gv,;g "'C@Q‘L-,-‘_:;"’)o( -Cn,’__v".)ﬁ, -, 8
o o [
! I 1',_ | L ! t '
g — = |y~ oM |G-, Cod LSy (E -G
T, el [ 3‘;;5} ?ﬁ. f‘u L'L«‘%c)‘ LC",,‘}%Q’)S» ) e

ror’ _foa ’ _ Foa 2 gom
20 (S kl= X .
%x=10 (S =10 (Sr)g=t0 §=10

As an example of how the F/R ratios are developed, consider the derivative
CN,- [Irom the nomal force equation where o = 1.0 and all other rigid-body
variables are zero, the following relationship is obtained.

[CNd_]me [CNec-]me"' CNn,nn * CN??..”:.*’ -T CN"uoW"’

were obtained from the simultaneous solution of the previous

N through n
1%or a loading Cni o for a unit value of a.
a

cquation set

The expression is reformed to obtain the F/R ratio.

CN n"n‘ + CN-n;n; +--- CN ‘nmﬂlﬂ

Y—E:‘i]‘ = | +
ol g
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The T//R ratios

[on AN O [Sel,
[Gady [l [owl,

are obtained in a similar manner.

The extension to the pitching- moment coefficients follows the same 11ne
of logic.

Consider now the longitudinal-symmetric equations where three structural
modes (1, 3, and 5) of the 10 are dynamic, but the quasistatic flexibility
cffects of the eliminated modes are retained. The bar over the coefficients
indicates a modification due to the quasistatic effects of structural modes
2, 4, and 6 through 10. Typically CN = ((ON]/ [CN]) CN, where CN is for a rigid
vehicle.

Rigid-Body Plunge and Pitch Modes

i}

+ 8‘ + (-—) COSOCO'Sé (3" ){CNd.O‘ %-CN (c" WX + CN&(C'W)% + CN
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Symmetric structural modes, i =1, 3, 5
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lor mode 1 (typical of modes 3 and 5 also)

7, = ’3’;‘-077 ~u W, + (BoSw a,b(ic,, $+C7h@—5)o(+cn G-:%-rcr;

+ Engitir Criy 1y + T 2 + S ) + St + i o

The F/R ratio corrections for these equations are obtained in the follow-
ing manner. Assuming that structural modes 1, 3, and 5 will be dynamic, the
simul taneous equations to be solved for unit loadings appear as follows:

e
Chy G G -
[ C-\H. L Py, =~ Cr/,,,m 7,
cr wr, [, [ %] =
| l * 1&5" ' |
| ! I | |
T e
| oML
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The I'/R ratio data for Cy and Gy coeff1c1ents, given the solution of these
cquations for unit loadings of o, (G,/2Vy) a, (Tw/2Vo) q, and 8, are
obtained as previously explained. The F/R ratio corrections: to CNn R Can
(‘mni, and Cmﬁ are obtained as follows:

Nn' Cﬂﬂ‘ﬂ‘ + CN”47?4 -+ CNQG f?‘ - - Cano”‘°

—r = | +

CNn‘ ) CN n'

/

where ny, 14 and ng through 7y, are obtained from the simultaneous solution
of the previous equation set for unit 7y loading.

g, iy,
Ciiz, an Cit

are obtained for unit loadings of ul and M respectively.

_ - =
S Smy e T
C,

m,l‘ Cm,ng Cm%

<
are obtained using the pitching moment/ Relationships and the Ul solutions for

the unit loading of 7y, 75, and N5, respectively.

The
E‘ * Ce * Ch o -C_. ol C. . C .
.i" R ﬁ’ N c_:iﬂt N _n, R _Cin."-’« and . Mas
: . . ' . . Cma
Cr, Croi, Crng Cra, Cmﬂs s

data are obtained in a 51m11ar manner for unit loadings of (nl/Vo), (11 /Vo) |
and (n /o) -
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The ratios for modifying the coefficients of the dynamic structural modes
arc obtained using the n2, n4, and ng through Ny responses of the simultancous
cquations for unit loadings of N> Mo s (ﬁl/Vov), (1'13/\/0), and (7'75/V0).
Typically: '

G
Cnlnznz"‘ Cﬂlmﬁ;‘ + Cﬂ'ﬁ‘n‘ - = nln’c'rzlo

G
’7|nl=l+

C
CT?, - 77,7,‘

Where s Mys and 6 through Mo are from unit " loadings.

C, . o G C
C"u” p— ] + '76.771- + ?7‘774174- + 77‘ 'n"n‘.— - = C??\n'oﬂlo
C -

n, Cﬂ..ﬁ'

Where Nys Ny and g through nyo 2re from unit (ﬁl/Vo) loadings.

It can be shown that all of the quasistatic aeroelastic information is
in the truncated modal equations by using the following logic for a typical
rigid-body aerodynamic coefficient. :

A B
— A N T
(F/R) 3-mode modified X (F/R) 7-mode quasistatic B (F/R)lo-m)de quasi-
system system static original
: system

The following set of numbers for a test case of the technique illustrates
the accuracy retained in the coefficients.
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N2O0.85 SL 7

F/R  F/R
Coefficient from A from B

C 0.752514 0.752519
No .
CNd 1.015199 1.015201
CNq 0.661091 0.661086
CNG 0.620383 0.620382
CMa 0.602100 0.602126
CMd _ 0.948420 0.948413
CMq 0.732947 0.732943
CMG 0.588629 0.588754

Figure 50 illustrates the degree of quasistatic and dynamic aeroelastic
information retained in the three structural modes plus corrections set of
equations. Shown is the frequency response plot of the normal acceleration at
.pilot station and CG. Note that at zero frequency, the truncated model response
overlays exactly the original 10-mode model response, indicating that all of
the quasistatic information of the 10-mode model has been retained in the
truncated model. Furthermore, the truncated model dynamic response is a good
representation of the 10-mode model dynamic response.

Truncated dynamic- equations may be developed for the lateral-directional-

antisymmetric case in a manner similar to that shown here for the longitudinal-
symnetric case. ' '

ANALYSIS OF ‘SMCS VANE AERODYNAMIC INTERFERENCE EFFECT

During the development of the SMCS vane configuration, wind tunnel tests
were conducted to determine the aerodynamic characteristics of the vane.
Fairly extensive aerodynamic interference effects were observed in the force
and moment data for both the longitudinal and lateral cases during component
buildup tests. Reference 1 contains some of these wind tunnel data and
analysis of their sources; refer to this reference as background for the
material to be presented here. It is the purpose of this section to report
the results of an analytical study made to assess the importance of the vane
acrodynamic interference effects on the dynamics of the aircraft response.
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The analyses conducted were made in the frequency domain where normal
and lateral load-factor responses :at the vane station were calculated due
to SMCS vanc oscillatory deflections at various frequencies. The main reason
for doing this was that flight-test data existed for these frequency responses
against which to check the reality of the interference effects modeled.
Another reason was that the basic analytical model was available to conduct
this study; only the vane aerodynamic characteristics had to be reworked to
include the aerodynamic interference effects estimated. The following para-
graphs describe how this was done and discusses the resiilts of the analyses
made. Finally, an evaluation is made of these interference factors relative
to the importance to future similar designs.

Discussions of reference 1 identified general areas where the forces
caused by vane deflections were acting. As shown in figure 51, they were on
(1) vane itself, (2) forebody, (3) wing-aft body, and (4) empennage. As a
simplification, it was assumed that these forces acted at point locations in
cach of the general areas identified. These point locations were determined
from the wind tunnel test data of forces and moments for various stages of
configuration buildup.

The SMCS vane alone force and moment coefficient data were determined
analytically (reference 1) while the associated interference force and moment
cocfficients (CN» Gn, Gy, Cg, Cp) were determined directly from the wind-tunnel
data. The structural mode generalized forces were calculated for each mode
knowing the forces acting at the points defined previously and the structural
mode deflections at these points (F9j). However, before any of these data
could be added, the transport time lag effect from the vane to the point of
load impact had to be considered. In the frequency domain, this lag effect
was included for each interference load by multiplying by

where X is the distance (+ aft) from the vane station to the point in question,
w is the forcing frequency, and Vo the velocity.

Table VI shows the rigid-body and structural generalized force coefficient
formulation for the SMCS vane, including intereference effects for the
longitudinal-symmetric case. The SMCS vane lateral-directional-antisymmetric
data, including interference effects, were assembled in an analogous manner.

_ The frequency response data of figures 22 through 24 and 27 through 29 are
. repcated here in figures 52 through 57. The normal load factor response data

i of figures 52 through 54 show that the interference effects modeled produce a
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Figure 51. - Typical vane-induced interference forces.
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significant degradation of the analytical to flight-test-data matches in
amplitude and phase. A similar, but less severe degradation of the lateral
load factor analytical to flight-test data matches due to inclusion of the
interferences is indicated in figures 55 through 57.

Why better agreements were not obtained of analytical results (with inter-
ference effects included) to flight-test data is difficult to assess. First,
however, it is to be noted that the interference data were obtained using
static measurement techniques, whereas the flight-test data were dynamic. The
vane on the 0.036-scale force model from which most of the component buildup
data were obtained produced small force readings of questianmable accuracy for
this type of study (moment data were judged more satisfactory). The 0.1-scale
forechody model was judged to produce acceptable force and moment data. This,
then, implies the need for more expensive and larger scale models tested,
using dynamic techniques in order to support accurate analytical vane aero-
dynamic interference studies. The analytical to flight-test-data comparisons
without interference effects displayed in the referenced figures are quite
good, particularly for the nommal load factors, and suggest that such an
expensive approach is not warranted to obtain satisfactory aerodynamic design
data. A key conclusion reached as a result of this interference analysis is
that a static 0.1-scale forebody model is adequate for obtaining vane aero-
dynamics data that include the significant local fuselage interference effects;
this model produced the basic data used in obtaining the best analytical
to flight-test data match displayed in this report.

IMPACT OF SMCS ON SELECTED LOADS

BACKGROUND OF USING SMCS IN THE B-1 FATIGUE ANALYSIS

Because the SMCS system was designed to be fail-safe, not fail-operational,
the original B-1 structural design concept was that the aircraft would have
full structural integrity with or without the SMCS. That is to say, the
structural loads for both design and fatigue analyses of the airframe were
to be done with the SCAS operative and the SMCS inoperative. The B-1 SCAS
was designed as triple-redundant, fail-operational, and (for the gust loads
analysis) fully effective at all times.

During the B-1 design development, studies of the expected airframe loads
were accomplished using the available weight, stiffness, and control systems
data as it evolved. Several years into the program, it was found that filter
changes in the symmetric SCAS were having a considerable impact on the forebody
fatigue spectrum. Further analyses indicated that operating the SMCS mini-
mized the effects of the SCAS changes and gave forebody loads of a more consis-
tant magnitude. Also, the lower statistical load levels computed with the
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SM(S active were thought to be more representative of those that would be
scen in scervice usage.  In view of these facts and with Air lorce concurrence,
it was decided that the B-1 symmetric fatigue analyses for the low-altitude
penctration mission segments would be accomplished with the SMCS operating.
latigue analyses for all other flight conditions and all design limit load
analyses continued to be performed with only the SCAS activated.

GUST LOADS ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

As with the ride quality analysis described earlier, the dynamic gust
loads analysis performed was a generalized modal analysis where the equations
of motion were solved in the frequency domain. This analysis used 14 modes of
motion: plunge and pitch rigid-body modes and 12 symmetric free-free normal
structural modes. Also included were two active control surfaces: the hori-
zontal stabilizer and the structural mode control vane.

For the B-1 aircraft fatigue analysis, the missions for the expected
service usage were each divided into segments. Flight conditions representing
the mission segments were selected for analysis. For each flight condition,
static aeroelastic trim loads (to be used as mean load levels) and gust
dynamic response incremental loads were computed. Both the trim loads and gust
incremental loads were issued for fatigue and fracture mechanics analyses
as distributed grid loads. Along with the gust loads were the estimated time
to be spent at the flight condition and a graph of the expected load exceedances
per hour flight.

Acroelastic loads for the steady-flight trim conditions were computed
using wind tunnel-derived nonlinear aerodynamic data for the rigid and
theoretically computed aeroelastic increment loads. These static aeroelastic
calculations were performed with structural influence coefficients fixed at a
point near the aircraft CG.

The gust response equations of motion that were used are presented as
follows in matrix notation (ref. 6). See the appendix for symbol definitions.
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Frequency response functions of the generalized coordinates, q, were
obtained by solving the equations for a unit sinusoidal gust input at each of
100 equally spaced frequencies.

GUST LOADS STRUCTURAL MODEL

A complete aircraft structural model was derived from structural flexibil-
ity influence coefficients generated by the B-1 Internal Loads Group using
finitc-element methods. These SIC's, which were used for both static and
dynamic analyses, were for partially buckled skins so as to be representative
of the aircraft stiffness at the design-limit load level. On the lifting
surfaces, the SIC points were arranged in streamwise rows to make it easy to
compute the required slopes and deflections for the aeroelastic analyses.
Figure 58 shows the arrangement of SIC points, and table VII presents the
structural degrees of freedom used in this model.

TABLE VII.- GUST LOADS MODEL STRUCTURAL DEGREES OF FREEDOM

Motion Type
Component X y 7 Oy 8y 8,
Fuselage, fixed wing and fairings 57
Nacelle, including engines 4 6 17 2 2 2
Moveable wing 4 4 58
Horizontal stabilizer 2 45
Total = 203 z 10 10 177 2 2 2

Normal elastic modes, free from rigid-body plunge and pitch constraints,
were computed by the method of reference 7, as shown in the following equation.

[R] [s1c] [M] {o} - —917 %

where:
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GUST LOADS AERODYNAMICS

Acrodynamic generalized forces were developed using the Doublet lLattice
method with the wing-fusclage-horizontal-tail combination run at one time.
FFigurc 58 presents a diagram of the aerodynamic panel arrangement. Geometry
adjustments were made to the theoretical model to improve the correlation
of the zero-frequency stability derivatives and pressure distributions with
wind-tunnel test results. One particular adjustpent was to leave a small gap
at the root of the horizontal stabilizer. At each Mach number, the width of
the gap was adjusted to get the best match of stabilizer CL, and spanwise
loading. TFor the SMCS vane, the aerodynamics were run separately using the
vane modeled with 30 boxes (5 chordwise and 6 spamwise) in the form of a
symmetric inverted V. These data were correlated against the average wind-
tunnel test data. Generalized vane forces due to modal motion and gust were
then added to those from the wing-fuselage-horizontal combination. No attempt
was made to simulate any vortex wake produced by the vane.

Deflections used to define the structural shape for aerodynamic calcula-
tions were selected from the SIC points available in the gust analysis model.
It was found to be necessary to review the shape of each mode to insure that
the deflections chosen defined a smooth shape with no sudden changes or rever-
sals in slope. Points eliminated represented concentrated mass items and
fairing-nacelle deflections that were not representative of the true wing-body
streamwise shape.

Generalized forces due to modal, vane, and horizontal-tail motions and a
unit sinusoidal vertical gust were computed at zero frequency and eight
frcquencies between zero and approximately 11 Hz. In the process of computing
-the acrodynamics, the downwash induction matrices generated were retained on
magnetic files so that they could be used again with different mode shapes,
thus saving considerable computing cost.

At each of the 100 solution frequencies required, generalized aerodynamic
forces were obtained by spline-curve fits of real and imaginary parts of the
gencralized forces computed at the nine frequencies as previously described.
To improve the quality of the spline interpolations of the gust forces, the
gust reference point was transferred to a point just forward of the aircraft
aerodynamic center. This transfer tends to flatten the curves; i.e., reduces
the rate of oscillation of the functions with frequency. After fitting, the
gust reference point was transferred back to the nose of the aircraft. For
convenience, the gust reference point is mormally placed at the nose of the
aircraft so that when the solution frequency response functions are used to
compute time histories due to a discrete gust input, the penetration of the
gust starts at time equals zero.
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IFinal adjustments were made by direct ratioing to bring the generalized
forces in the rigid-body modes, due to rigid-body motions and gust, into
agreement with the available wind tunnel measured values of CL, and G-
lFactors developed in the region of zero frequency were applied to the full
range of solution frequencies.

GUST LOADS CONIROL SYSTBEMS

Descriptions of the active control systems (ref. 8) used in this gust
analysis are presented in figure 59. Also shown 1s the method used to fom
the transfomation matrix, [T], for control-systems feedback, relating control-
surface deflections to the generalized coordinates.

LOAD METHOD DISCUSSION

Gust response loads were computed at selected structural stations. (See
figurc 60.) The mode displacement method was used at each frequency of solu-
tion to compute distributed loads at the SIC points. Shears, moments, and
torques were then computed by finite summations of the loads or the loads
times the appropriate moment arms. Figure 61 presents the matrix equations
used to perform the load computations. The mode displacement method finds a
sct of net external loads that are equivalent to the loads required to hold
the structure in the deflected shape attained (ref. 3). To obtain accurate
results, a linear superposition of the elastic modes that are used in the
solution must give a good description of the structural deflections. This
requires that at least several modes of vibrations that are primary to each
structural component be included. Modes selected should not be restricted in
[requency to the maximum Fourier frequency of the solution, but should be
choscn to obtain all significant contributions to the structural deflections.

Although the final loads for structural analysis were issued as grid or
mass point loads, it was necessary to compute shears and moments in order to
keep the number of items used in the load calculations to a manageable size.
On cach structural component, a reference axis and load stations were estab-
lished for computing the shears, moments, and torques. The LOAD GEOM matrix
contained one row for each load item. Basically the LOAD GEOM row elements
arc: for a shear, ones in the colums required to select loads outboard of the
load station axis, and for a moment or torque, the arms from the load station
or relerence axis to each required load point.

To improve the accuracy of the computed shears, moments, and torques,
cach load acting on a SIC point was considered to be a pressure evenly
distributed over a load box around the point. For any load box cut by a load
station axis, only the box area outboard of the axis was considered in
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The matrix representing the control systems in the solution equations
was formed as: _

b

Gains x polynomials Mode deflections and slopes
evaluated at S = jw at sensor locations
H H w
P, 6eq © %% $ea,====----- Pecpa
T(w) = cG . / !
v v Jw P ~=------- .
P 0 P cG,i €G,14
nz nz 2 ’ 4
<G eV, w, G —mmmmmmee ¢
2,14 7 cv,! cv,14

Where: CG = FS 2649 cm (1043 in), CV = FS 516 cm (203 in), ¢’=§$

Figure 59. - Control systems for gust loads..
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Figure 60. - Structural stations for gust loads analysis.



Point load at each mass point, by mode displacement method

e} = ] L) 2] )

XN N,N N;NEM  NEM,NEM NEM, I

Calculation of loads; shears, moments & torques

{LWS@} [é‘ZSS] {F(w)}

NL,! NLCI,N N,

Acceleration at point i

2@ = P |Gy ee by {ﬁ@}

" Pitch rate at point i

6. W) = ju % ------ Lg‘;”"j {?(w)}

I,NM NM,I
Control surface deflections Where: N = Number of mass points
NM = Number of modes, rigid
5 ( ) plus elastic
w .
H - T NEM = Number of elastic modes
= W (3]
{Sv(w) [ ¢ )] 3( ) NLI = Number of S, M, & T load
2,1 2,NM NM, | i tems

’

Figure 61. - Load calculation equations.
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comput ing the load. The moment and torsion ams for this load were taken to
the centroid of the outboard area.

The partitioning of the load boxes was computer mechanized by subdividing
a4 box cut by a load station axis into 100 small boxes (10 equal division on a
side). Area ratio and centroid coordinates of each subbox were computed using
as data the coordinates of the load box corner points. The area ratio was
the ratio of the subbox area to the load box area. Coordinates of each subbox
centroid were then checked, and all those outboard of the load station were
rctained. The retained subbox area ratios and area ratio moments were accunu-
lated to obtain the total element values for the LOAD GEOM matrix.

Other load items computed were load factors at selected stations, pitch
ratc and acceleration, and control-surface deflections.

Frequency response functions resulting from these load item calculations
werc computer plotted for visual review and also saved on magnetic files for
usc in computing the load exceedance curves and in-phase component load
conditions.

GUST STATISTICAL LOAD CALCULATIONS
For each load item, the turbulence response power spectrum, ®q(w),

response quantities A and Ny, and a frequency of exceedance of load curve were
computed. The methods used were as presented in reference 9 and as follows:

2
Po(w) = ‘Pw(w) |H(w)|
o 1/2
A = f 2 () du
0
- 1/2
y o 3600V
0 2mA w Qo(w) dw ,
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The Von Karman continuous turbulence spectrum was used with the gust
scale L equal to 152.4 meters (500 feet). Also used were the sea-level vertical
gust parameters for low-level contour flying: Py = 1.0, by = 0.823 m/sec
(2.70 ft/sec), P2 = 1 x 10-5, and by = 3.246 m/sec (10.65 Tt/sec). In the cal-
culations to compute A and Ng, the required integrations were performed from
zero through the highest frequency of the analysis, approximately 11 Hz.

The load level that could be expected to be exceeded one time per airplane
life in each mission segment was determined for each load item. This was done
to define a set of loads that could be used to develop distributed loading
conditions for the fatigue analysis. These load values were read from the
exceedance curve of each item at one over the total number of flight hours for
- the mission segment. By nature, all of these loads were positive numbers, and
although they were considered to represent a load-cycle condition, the phasing
relationships between the loads were unknown. )

LOAD PHASING

The problem of load phasing was solved by application of the correlation
coefficient method to produce what are referred to as in-phase component load
conditions. Reference 10 developed and used the correlation coefficient to
express the statistical correlation between two gust response parameters.

fes]

pijcioj = .]~ Real (Q@(m) Hi(w) Hj*(w)) dw

o

For this gust load analysis, correlation was developed between all of
the load items. Correlation coefficients were not actually computed; but a
matrix [B], the elements of which were proportional to Pijoigj, was developed.
. Here 1 and j indicate load item numbers and, thus, the corresponding [B] matrix
row and column numbers.

[B]= reat | [ | o0 [H*_(MJT
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lach column of [B] was then normalized on the diagonal element and
weighted with the corresponding load item expected value.

RERE 0

i=j

where:

Columns of the resulting [S] matrix represent load conditions where the
diagonal elements are the load item expected values and the off-diagonal elements
are the statistically in-phase components of the other load items.

CONDITION MATCHING

To develop distributed grid loads that matched the in-phase component
load conditions the mode displacement method was again used. As shown in
figure 61, this method can be used to compute distributed loads for a given
sct of generalized coordinates. For this matching problem, the shears,
moments, and torques at each load station were known, and the solution had to
be made for the generalized coordinates. The load generation matrix was
defined as:

] ]

Then the coordinates and the shear, moment, and torque loads from the [S]
matrix are related as:

_ | LOAD ‘
SLOADS‘ = | GEN h
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This equation is usually overdetermined, and the coordinates are solved
for in a least-squares sense. Due to the large differences in magnitude of
the shears and moments involved, the solution results generally provide a poor
load match. To improve the solution quality, each load item was weighted
so that it had equal magnitude and, thus, equal significance in the solution.
By multiplying through by a diagonal matrix of one over the loads, the following
cquation was obtained.

1 LOAD
1= SL.OADS | | GEN h

Taking one column from the [S] matrix at a time, a general least-squares
solution program was used to solve for the generalized coordinates. Distributed
point loads for the in-phase matching conditions were then formed by the mode
displacement method.

EXAMPLE COMDITION LOAD RESULTS
~ load results for a B-1 aircraft low-altitude penetration condition of
M = 0.85, altitude = SL, using sweep = 67.5 degrees, and weight = 140 614 kilo-
grams (310 000 pounds) are presented in table VIII. Also, presented in
figures 62 through 100 are plots of the load-item frequency-response functions,
power spectrums, and load exceedance curves for the items listed:

(1) Wing, WS 985 (387.6), bending moment

(2) Forebody, FS 1377 (542), bending moment

(3) Torebody, FS 2367 (932), bending moment

(4) Normal load factor, nZ,'at CG

(5) Nommal load factor, n, at pilot

(6) Delta (deflection) of horizontal stabilizer

(7) Delta (deflection) of SMCS vane (SMCS on)
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TABLE: VITT. - LOAD COMPARISON, SMCS OFF VERSUS SMCS ON

lixpected loads, increments from trim, one occurrence per 1000 hours
M = (0.85 at SL, wing sweep = 67.5°, wt =

140 616 kg (310 000 1b)

SCAS on
Loads
Load items SMCS off SMCS on

Shear WS 1341 (528) 38 330 (8 617) 39 149 (8 801)
Bend. mom. 67 232 (49 588) 69 567 (51 310)
Torsion 1 3243 (2 392) 3 246 (2 394)
Shear WS 985 (387.6) 80 406 (18 076) 78 622 (17 675)
Bend. mom. 278 977 (205 764) 280 389 (206 805)
Torsion 4 11 977 (8 834) 11 413 (8 418)
Shear WS 566 (223) 123 958 (27 867) 117 842 (26 492)
Bend. mom. 698 319 (515 056) 681 015 (502 293)
Torsion 20 984 (15 477) 19.975 (14 733)
Shear at wing pivot 171 710 (38 602) 155 567 (34 973)
Roll mom. 649 463 (479 022 612 953 (452 093)
Pitch mom. ! 1 355 627 (999 864) 280 991 (944 815)
Shear at HT root 58 681 (13 192) 60 189 (13 531)
Roll mom. 237 236 (174 977) 238 159 (175 658)
Pitch mom. 126 113 (93 017) 127 587 (94 104)
I'B mom. IS 922 (363) 381 315 (281 245) 188 692 (139 173)
B mom. IS 1377 (542) | 1 060 369 (782 092) 349 942 (258 105)
I'B mom. 'S 1872 (737) | 1 848 893 (1 363 680) 364 677 (268 973)
I'B mom. S 2367 (932) | 2 261 236 (1 667 810) 627 525 (462 841)
AB mom. IS 2520 (992) | 4 106 793 (3 029 030) 366 297 (1 745 300)
AB mom. FS 2896 (1140)| 2 438 061 (1 798 230) 100 992 (812 054)
AB mom. I'S 3366 (1325) 983 160 (725 145) 603 152 (444 864)
Nacelle Sy 85 953 (19 323) 91 366 (20 540)
Ang at CG 0.956 0.949

Ang; at pilot 2.007 1.041

6 horizontal, degrees 0.699 0.728

6 mode vanc, degrees - 19.955

Stations, cm (in.)
Shears, N (1b)

Moments and torques, N-m (1b-ft)
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The tabular load summary results and the plots are presented for both
SMCS of I (gains = 0), and SMCS on. 1In either case, the SCAS was considered
to be operating normally.

As can be scen in the summary table, the effect of the active SMCS was
to substantially lower the fuselage forebody expected bending moments. Also
lowered were the aft fuselage bending moments. The most obvious effect of
the SMCS, as can be seen in the forebody frequency response and PSD plots, was
to considerably suppress the response of the fuselage first bending mode. At
the same time, the operation of the SMCS caused increased responses in some
of the higher frequency structural modes. The effect of this increased modal
activity, as seen in the fuselage and wing frequency response plots, was to
cause slight increases in the wing tip, nacelle, and horizontal tail expected
loads.

Although the effect of :the SMCS activity dramatically reduced the magnitude
of the forebody fatigue loads for low-altitude penetration, the total forebody
fatigue spectrums were not so drastically reduced. The SMCS was not used
during the high-altitude cruise mission segments. The large number of flight
hours spent cruising and the higher wing 1ift curve slope at a 25-degree wing
sweep, cause the expected loads to be relatively high. Thus, with the
reduction in the low-altitude penetration loads, the cruise conditions became
dominant in the forebody fatigue load spectrum.

SMCS VANE EFFECT ON INLET/ENGINE CHARACTERISTICS

The objective of this section iIs to briefly describe and summarize B-1
flight-test results that identify effects of ingesting vortices generated
by the SMCS vanes into the inlet. Although vortices generated by the SMCS
vanes were ingested frequently, no engine incidents relating to operation
of the SMCS were identified during the approximately 1200 flight hours accu-
mulated to date. This program included more than 200 flights with three
aircraft and 29 engines. Wind-tunnel results with sub- and full-scale models
were summarized in reference 1.

Portions of specific flights were dedicated to demonstrating operational
suitability during aircraft maneuvers with the SMCS vanes deflected. Emphasis
was placed on exploring combinations of SMCS vanes deflection angles and air-
craft maneuvers during operation at Mach 0.85. Effects on inlet total-pressure
recovery and engine-face distortion were measured by a 40-probe instrumentation
matrix at the inlet/engine aerodynamic interface plane (AIP). Instrumentation,
including an automatic in-flight calibration system, and flight-test procedures
arec described. Results are summarized to document this B-1 experience as an
aid to future programs employing similar systems. Nomenclature associated
with this section may be found in the appendix.
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TEST DESCRIPTION

The B-1 propulsion system is arranged in two nacelles under the fixed
portion of the wing as shown in figure 101. Each nacelle contains two inde-
pendent two-dimensional (2-D) external compression inlets and two General
Electric F-101 afterburning turbofan engines. Relative locations between
the SMCS vanes and inlet nacelles are also shown.

Most flight tests investigating inlet characteristics with the SMCS vanes
deflected were conducted with the simulated, fixed-inlet configuration shown
in figure 102. Ramp configuration for both inlets consists of the initial two
ramps set at 7 degrees. On the inboard inlet, the third ramp is set at
5 degrees. In the outboard inlet, the third ramp is set at 9 degrees. Small
differences between inboard and outboard ramp configurations reflect an
attempt to maintain good performance characteristics during both subsonic
and supersonic operation. The movable cowl lip is shown in its normal,
takeoff, and landing positions. Duct flow area distributions are shown in
figurc 103. Maximum flow area is based on an average third ramp angle of
7 degrees. Design flow area is shown for reference and represents supersonic
operation with a variable geometry inlet.

Inlet boundary-layer air is removed through porous surfaces on the second
movable ramp, throat panel, and small regions on the upper and lower end plates.
The bleed air is collected in two compartments. The air exits from the forward
compartment through fixed louvers and from the aft compartment through two-
position doors. The doors are open above Mach.1.4 and closed at lower speeds.
Aft bleed doors were closed during all tests with the SMCS activated.

A bypass systam operates at supersonic speeds above Mach 1.4 to match the
inlet supply and engine demand. The bypass doors open to compensate for
reduced engine airflow such as occur on a hot day or during low-power settings.<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>